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He can also bring a common law action on the case, but
he is provided by statute (t) with the more valuable right
to recover treble damages (u). By the Limitations of
Actions and Costs Act, 1842 (v), he is also entitled to a
full and reasonable indemnity as to costs. Both rescue
and poundbreach are Common Law misdemeanours.
(F)   EFFECT OF SALE
Effect of Sale.—Under the Distress Act, 1689, a
landlord may, after five days from the seizure, sell the
goods to satisfy the rent. It is, therefore, of interest to
owners of goods let on hire or hire-purchase, to appreciate
the effect of such a sale on the property in the goods.
The purchaser's title to goods bought under a distress,
depends upon the above-mentioned Statute, which say
that where goods have been " distrained/1 the landlord
may lawfully sell them.
If the goods have been sold under a wholly illegal
distress, it is assumed that no property passes to a pur-
chaser, since they cannot be said to have been " dis-
trained/' although the point has not been directly decided.
It was, however, decided in Grumiell v. Welch (w), that
an illegal distress is wholly void, so even as to allow the
landlord to distrain subsequently for the same rent. This
also appears to be the effect of the numerous cases to the
effect that where the place, time, or manner of entry are
wrongful, then the distress is a trespass ab initio and void.
And where the sale is wholly wrongful, as by a bailiff
to recover his expenses after the landlord has received
his rent and withdrawn (x), or where there has been no
(*) The Distress Act, 1689, s. 3 ;   5 Halsbury's Statutes 142.
(w) See Lavell 6- Co., Ltd. v, O'Leary, [1938] 2 K.B. 201.
(v) S. 2. This is repealed so far as regards cases within the Public
Authorities Protection Act, 1893, by s. '2 of that Act ; 13 Halsbury's
Statutes 459.
(w} [1906] 2 K.B. 555 ;   18 Digest 334, 686.
(x) Harding v. Hall (1866), 14 L.T. 410 ;   18 Digest 355, P20.

